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TO THE RADIO FAN 


The F. P. A. luncheon-discussion of 
“RUSSIA THE OBSCURE” (Hotel Astor, Jan. 
5) will not be broadcast, nor reported in 


the press. 


ASSOCIATION| 


Entered as second- 
ter December 

1921, at the Post 
Office at New York, 
N. Y., under the act 
of March 3 1879 
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THE UNITED STATES ARMS OBREGON 


[= UNITED STATES is selling gov- 
ernment-owned war supplies to Presi- 
dent Obregon. This fact, announced De- 
cember 29, two days after the Mexican 
ratification of one of the two Claims Con- 
ventions recently negotiated between the 
two governments, completely overshadows 
the confusing and conflicting military 
“news” from Vera Cruz and from Mexico 
City. Secretary Hughes, explaining this 
action, said: 
“The Mexican Government has presented 
a request to this Government to sell it a 
limited quantity of war material. This 
Government has expressed its willingness 
to make the sale, in view of the relations 
between this government and the Mexican 
Government, which was formally recognized 
last September, and of the importance of 
the maintenance of stability and orderly 
constitutional procedure in the neighboring 
republic.” 


Two days later the representative of 
de la Huerta, the leader of the revolution, 
formally protested to the State Depart- 
ment “against the delivery of munitions 
of war of whatsoever kind to the Obregon 
Government by the Government of the 
United States with which to make war on 
the Mexican people, thus tending to dis- 
turb those friendly and neighborly feel- 
ings and sentiments which should exist 
between the Government and the people 
of Mexico and those of the United States, 
which the Government of the undersigned 
is so anxious to sustain and to cultivate.” 

Obviously grave questions are involved 
in the Administration’s surprising de- 
cision, which is in fact if not in theory, 
intervention in Mexico’s internal affairs. 
Will Secretary Hughes’ action further the 
cause of “stability and orderly constitu- 
tional procedure” in Mexico? More im- 
portant, does it involve morally defensible 
principles? Will it set a desirable pre 


cedent for this government’s future rela- 
tions to its southern neighbors? 

In Mexico, our open support of Obregon 
may react either for or against him. The 
de la Huertistas will doubtless seek to cap- 
italize it. However, Obregon, a seasoned 
military campaigner who understands his 
countrymen thoroughly, is probably right 
in his calculation that 15,000 modern 
Springfield rifles and 10,000,000 rounds of 
ammunition will speak more effectively 
than passionate denunciations of his “sur- 
render of Mexican sovereignty.” 

On the larger question of principle and 
precedent nothing would be easier than to 
characterize the Administration’s policy 
as iniquitous, imperialistic and calculated 
to rouse all Latin-America against us. But 
such a denunciation would be wholly un- 
fair because it would disregard many im- 
portant facts in the situation. Obregon 
unquestionably stands not merely for or- 
der and peace but for the perpetuation of 
the gains of ten years of revolution. The 
de la Huerta movement is a military re- 
volt with possibly various extreme reac- 
tionary influences in the background. Ob- 
regon himself requested assistance. There 
seems no substance in the charge that an 
effort is being made to thwart the will of 
the Mexican people. Latin-America, long 
accustomed to veiled diplomatic and mili- 
tary intervention in the affairs of the Ca- 
ribbean and Centra] American states, will 
not be shocked, but perhaps rather 
pleased, that in this instance Washington 
has chosen to be candid and direct. 

Nevertheless, it is unfortunate that 
either President Obregon or Secretary 
Hughes should have felt this action to be 
necessary. There are possibilities, no 
doubt, that later it may be misused as a 
precedent for unwarranted interference 
elsewhere. But under all the circum- 
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stances the Administration is to be com- 
mended, rather than the reverse, for 
its courage in doing in a straightfor- 
ward way what could so easily have 
been done without the public’s knowledge 
by indirection and subterfuge. Moreover, 
theoretical considerations lose much of 
their validity when weighed against the 
harsh and unpleasant fact that the over- 
throw of Obregon would probably mean 
years of chaotic civil war in Mexico —a 
condition which would discourage her 
friends, exasperate the business interests, 
and might lead ultimately to armed inva- 
sion by the United States. Surely, it is 
preferable to support the present govern- 
ment rather than, by refusing its appeal, 
to encourage the forces of disorder and 
reaction. 


JAMES G. MCDONALD. 


Britain Queries Franco-Czech Loan 

NNOUNCEMENT was made in Paris 

on December 27 that France and 
Czecho-Slovakia had completed a treaty of 
alliance to be followed by a military treaty. 
The chief provisions of the alliance are 
said to be: 

(1) Mutual pledges of aid in execution of 

the St. Germain, Trianon, Neuilly and Ver- 

sailles Treaties. 

(2) Mutual ‘‘defensive’”’ pledges of military 

aid in case of aggression. 

(3) Mutual pledges to support the League 

of Nations. 

(4) Special customs arrangements, prob- 

ably similar to those between France and 

Belgium. 

(5) Opposition to the return of the Ho- 

henzollerns and Hapsburgs, and to the un- 

ion of Austria with Germany. 

Not unrelated to this treaty is the re- 
cent action of the French Parliament in 
voting another loan, of 300,000,000 francs, 
to Czecho-Slovakia for the strengthening 
of the latter’s military establishment. 
Three days after the Franco-Czech treaty 
was announced came news from Warsaw, 
Bucharest and Belgrade, the capitals of 
France’s three other allies, that Lord Cur- 
zon had inquired into the nature of the 
guarantees given by those governments 
in return for recent French loans to them, 
amounting to more than 1,000,000,000 
francs, to strengthen their armies. These 
inquiries, based on Britain’s claim to a 
portion of the reparations from these 
“succession” states, have aroused bitter 
criticism in Paris. 

French Finances 

HE ANNOUNCEMENT from Paris, 

December 27th, that the French bud- 
get for the current year would show a fa- 
vorable balance of 896 million francs is apt 
to be misunderstood. This “surplus” re- 
fers merely to the “ordinary budget.” The 
“extraordinary budget of recoverable ex- 
penditure” for continuing the rebuilding 
of the devastated regions and for pensions 
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will again total more than fourteen billion 
francs. This vast deficit, since there are no 
fixed assets to be set off against it, must 
again this year be met by internal loans. 
Even the “ordinary budget” was balanced 
only as the result of reducing the govern- 
ment advances to the Bank of France from 
two billion francs to 800 million. Simultan- 
eously with the news that the budget was 
“balanced,” the franc fell to less than five 
cents, a depreciation of 29° since the be- 
ginning of 1922. 

In sharp and favorable contrast with the 
discouraging state of governmental fi- 
nances is the unquestionable improvement 
in the French economic situation. Coal pro- 
duction is again reaching pre-war stand- 
ards. Iron, steel] and agricultural products 
all show an increase over 1922. From the 
Ruhr, however, France (and Belgium) dur- 
ing 1923 received between three and five 
million tons of coal and coke (estimates 
vary) instead of the 15,500,000 tons re- 
ceived during 1922. 


McKenna on Internationa! Committee 
HE INCLUSION OF Reginald Mc- 
Kenna, formerly Chancellor of the Ex- 

chequer and Chairman of the London Joint 
City and Midland Bank, Ltd., in the Brit- 
ish delegation on the sub-committee of the 
Reparation Commission, is an additional 
indication that General Dawes and his as- 
sociates may be permitted, perhaps even 
encouraged, to extend the scope of their 
studies far beyond the limits of the official 
outline of the inquiry into Germany’s in- 
ternal financial situation and her credits 
abroad. 


Venizelos Returns to Greece 

HE VICTORY of the Venizelist party 

in the election of December 16, the ex- 
pulsion of King George, and now the re- 
turn of Venizelos ‘himself, are the out- 
standing recent events in the checkered 
political developments of Greece. Whether 
Venizelos will be able to reconcile the con- 
flicting factions sufficiently to permit a 
plebiscite to determine whether a republic 
is formally to replace the monarchy, is un- 
certain. If he succeeds in establishing or- 
der in a reasonably stable government, it 
is expected that formal recognition will be 
be promptly accorded by our State Depart- 
ment, which might then recommend the 
payment of the $33,000,000 claimed by 
Greece as the balance due her on the loan of 
$50,000,000 granted her by this govern- 
ment in 1918. 


The pamphlet by JOHN DEWEY on the 
Outlawry of War, distributed last week to 
members of the Foreign Policy Associa- 
tion, was a reply to the article on the same 
subject by WALTER LIPPMANN in the At- 
lantic Monthly for August, 1923. 


Erratum: Bulletin, Vol. III, No. 6, page 2, col. 
1, line 42; for “December” read September. 
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